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October 31, 2003 

Comrnbsloner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon 07 "broadcast rleg" technology ?or dlgltsl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innowtlon. consumer rlghta. and the ultlmate 
adoptlan ot D N  

A robust, competltrve market lor consumer electtonlcs must be ro&d In manuhcturen' sblllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
euotomers Allowlng movle studlea to veto leatuns or DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what new produets t h y  can create Thls wlll nSult In products that don't necessarlly re(lec4 what consumers llke me 
actually want. and R could result In me belng charged more money (or Inredor fundlonallty 

tr the FCC Issues a broadcast flsg mandate. I would actually be less ~ k e l y  b make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devkea that llmlt my rlghta at the behest ol H o I I w d  Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology (01 dlgltsl televlalon Thank you lor  your tlme 

Slncerely 

Davld Caldwell 
1709 Sprlngdale Ave 
Charlotte, NC 28203 
USA 



Edward Stcckert 
1900 Naval Ave 
#315 
BremertoR WA 

Coimssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th Street. Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  witing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many ilsers of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conimbutions and constant 
innovauon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodidators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from movating in the field of digtal 
commurucations techniques d by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television prog-amming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV. consmrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in additlon to malclng it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronmte the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Elward Stocken 

1 



Comssioner  Michael J. Copps 
Fetleral Communications Comrmssion 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Philip Chunento 
Matenweg 8-105 
1522 LG Enschede 
Nederland 

Dear Conmussloner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American commrs have already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source sohare. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for ''Federal Computer Control" which IS outs& its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively chmse the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers niust use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thek contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAN 
nmddators and demddaton.  preventing opensource programmers from innovatmg In field of dlptal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propnutling. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate 
able to watch TV, consumers will he less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in additlon to making it illegal to 
w,atch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronaxe the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Aside i?om these reasons. I find it shocking that the FCC should wish to "reserve" certain functions that 
computer software can pform, and prevent other parties than commercial companies fkom writing softwai e 
that performs these functions. 

Sincerely, 

Phhp Chimento 

1 



victor grinberg 
104 lake shore rd # I  
brighton. ma 02135 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American con~umers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a mer of opensource &are, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onrny computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outslde its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adopuon of the broadcast flag will barin innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and Q A M  
mlulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
cornmumcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
television progratnnung, not less. Without movative new prodwcts and flexibility in the WdyS consumers are 
able to watchTV, consumers will be less inclinedto invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

bictor grinberg 

1 
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October 27,2003 

Commisnoner Michnel J Coppi 
Federal Cammunicntioni Cammindon 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washifigton, D C 20554 

Dew Michnel Coppi, 

I am wri t iq to voice my opposition to any FcC-mmdatcd pdoptiom of "brondout 
and ci&en, I feel rtrongly thnt puch 0 polioy would be bid for innovntion, ooMlflla righb. Md h ulhntc  adDptirm of D N  

A robust, competitive market for coNIyIIa electronic@ mvrt be rooted in m n u h c m d  nbi& to innOvnte for their cvrtmnsrn Allowin$ 
movie studioo to veto fennrrei of W-reccptlon cqulpmt will math the rmdios to tell tcchnnlng!& what new pmductl they can 
create ?li~ d remdt in productl thpt don't ncccmsuily reflect what cDnmmm !&e me pchlnuy wnnt d i t  could ndt in me bnng 
c h q e d  more money for infsrior fimothdiv 

If the FCC iaruei n broadcart r l q  mandate. I would notvnlly be him likely to mako an mvemnsnt in MV-cnpnide reoeivm end other 
equipment I will not pny mare for device# that Wt my ri$tim nt the behert of Hdywood P t u e  do not mnn&tc brondcad flsg 
technolow for digital telcvidcn That& you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Lansford 
634 E N m n n  Avc 
Arcs&& CA 91006 

technology for dieitpl WevLian ~l n c o m a  

USA 



Logan Tee1 
221 Wilson 
Liberal. Ks 67901 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
Federal Conunun~catlom C o m s s i o n  
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American c o ~ ~ ~ i m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flap". I am writlng to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC srand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS ottslde its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer oprating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Adrlitionally. adgtion of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nioddators ancl demodulators. preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ille 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view datal television 
Thsefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I lug6 you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

SI ncerely. 

Logan Tee1 

1 



Chris Bralek 
2247 Eastgate Commons Drive 
Akron. OH 443 12 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Mxhael J. Copps: 

Thousands of Anlerican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast ilag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcastr onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source sofhvlue are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and consant 
innovabon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
motltlators a d  demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovatmg in field of distal 
cornmumcations techniques used by television 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television bansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Chris Bralek 

1 



Jonathan Deliz 
2520 Arlington Blvtl 
Ada. OK 74820 

('onmussinner ~Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Comniun~cations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consunlers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". 1 am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the hroadcast t l ~ p  
w ~ l l  mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS ouitside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systens 
thin consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their comptlters. 

Additionally. adcption of the broadcast flag will h r m  innovation. Many users of opensource s o h a r e  are 
computer progamnlzrs and "tinkerers" who work to improve the s o h i r e .  Their contributions and constam 
innovation I S  what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators ml demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conmimications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digtal, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the w ~ y s  consuniers air 
able to watch TV, co11sumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addiuon to making it illegal t c  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
proniote the d i ~ t a l  televisiontransition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Iklir 

1 



J o n a h  Deliz 
2520 Arlington Blvd 
A&, OK 74820 

Conmssioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
4-45 12th Street. NW 
W d s h i w n ,  D C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of Anlzrican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroadcast flag". 1 am writing to join them As a mer of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively chmse the software licenses or computer operating systens 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadma on their computers. 

Additionally, adgtlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Ther conii-ibutions and constant 
innovation IS what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nioddators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field ofdig~tal 
conununications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became distal. viewers would be able to do more with 
television propmming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, comumen will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Thhzrzfore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in adhtlon to m&ng it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source sofiware. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
proniore the tliptal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Jonathan Delrr 

1 



Mark Stillwell 
3510 Moody Ave 
Orange Park, FL 32065 

Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th street, Nw 
Washington. D C. 20.5.54 

Dear Conmussiixxr Mchael J. Copps: 

Thousands ofhler ican consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcas's onmy computer. 

Adr>pting the bnmdcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadast flag will barm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source s o f l w e  able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwtlulators and deniodidators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
comiimcations t e c h q w s  urd by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became thgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propanming, not less. Without innovative new p&ts and flexibihty inthe ways consumers ale 
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest m the equpmnt to view distal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digtal television on a computer using opensource soha re .  It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pionme the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Stillwell 

1 



Joel Dare 
3307 w. 4725 s. 
Roy, UT 84067 

Conmussioner Michael 3. Cows 
Federal Communicat~om Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American C ~ I I S ~ I S  have  already expressedtheii opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flag" I am writing to join them As a usex of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will iiiean I ani tumble to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Fedeml Computer Control" which IS outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource s o h a r e  are 
computer prog,rmumrs and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions am1 constax 
innovation is what d e s  open-source software able to compete in the marketplacz. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digtal 
conmucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
relevision propanuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it Illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronxxe the digtal televisiontransition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y , 

Joel Dare 

1 



Joel Dare 
3307 w. 4725 s. 
Roy. UT 84067 

Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th Street. NW 
Waslungton. D C. 20554 

Dear Conmssioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American comunr=rs have  already expressed their opposition to ~e FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
w i l l  mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch i s  outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlthtionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software ale 
conlptiter programnms and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the M P A A  will ban open-source implementations of VSB antl QAM 
niodulators antl demodulators, preventmg open-source programmers from innovating in field of digital 
cixnniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, c011~unr=rs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it 1llegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promte the dig~tal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

JIEI Dare 

1 



Michael Hanison 
8350 Dix Ellis Trail 
Jacksonville, FL 32256 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicanom Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton. D C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flap". I am witing to join them As a user of open-owe software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts o n m y  computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is oiltside Its 
propr  role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
[hat consuniers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software ar-e 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conmbutions and constant 
innovabon is what makes open-source s o h  able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digtal 
c(mnituucations techmqiles used by television. 

Most Americans asstuned that when television k c m  digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television p r o g m u n g ,  not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, rhe broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource soha re .  It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Mchael Harrison 

1 



Arlo Clauser 
27 Wallingford Ave Apt d6 
Wallingford. PA 19086 

Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Conmiimications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
~ ' d S h l W O l 1 ,  D.C. 20554 

D m  Commissioner Mchael I. Copps: 

A s  a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
C'onmmuuucations Conmussion to vote against the adoption ofa "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the F(:( 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watchng tligJtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiomrmm-to-rcom and placeto-place. 

7he broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Fwtlierniore. ifconlpuiters cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to  
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of! I value 
innovatlve devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today kcause they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible. anti 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettler 
lpicture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrotllcs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital televlsion 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Arlo Clauser 

1 



Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Cornmumcations Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Scott David Church 
83 16 Cloverglen Lane 
Fort Worth. Texas 76123 

Dwr Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and oonsumer of elecaonics and computer products. I urge the Fetlei al 
Communicatiom Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouwaged that the FCC 
wotdtl consider a regulation would resaict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watchmg digtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to mow the video I have rmorded for personal viewing l?omroom-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my conlputer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice 01 
software on a plane or wain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital televisioq how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven? even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were hiult to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. ant1 
rxcitmg. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is h d l y  enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer elmtronics and compute1 
rqiupment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Scott David Church 

1 



Kelly Gras 
1412 DarlingtonDr. 
Deby. NY 14047 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comnimcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dwr Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conmiunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
woiild consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither ffl my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me €-om watchng diptal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict m y  
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing *om rmm-toioom ancl place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using niy choice of 
soflware on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fnentls 

Ftuthernmre, ifcomputers cannot k l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
tliscover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovauve devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because rhey 
were bwlt to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettiei 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
6quipnwL As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Kelly Gras 

1 



Dennis Spathis 
1604 Folwell Dr SW 
Rochester, MN 55902 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washngton, D C. 20554 

D m  Cnnmssioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of Anlrrican consumers have already expressed theii opposition to the FCCs adoption ofa 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoptlon of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Contml" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively chmse the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch hgital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will hann innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer prognmrners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source sohare able to compete in the marketplace. 

Thz broadcast flag rule advocated by the M P A A  will ban open-source unplementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from movating in field of digital 
conmiunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more wth 
television propamnung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers wlll be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to ndung it illegal to 
watch digiral television on a complder using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronmte the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

D m s  Spatlus 

1 



Ingo K Dean 
10 Bro-g Ct 
Phillipsburg NJ 08865 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to Join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean 1 am imable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside I ts  

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systeim 
that consumers must use in order to watch distal television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mnnibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban gen-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of dlgjtal 
cornmucations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new pmducts and flexibility in the ways consumers air 
able to watch TV, c o ~ ~ r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Ingo K Dean 

1 



November 3 .  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Hichael 3 Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 1  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I an,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the hhast of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Sean Ylinen 
6323 Drill Field Ct 
Centreville. VA 20121 
USA 
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November 3, 2003 

Comrmrrioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Communicihons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mnndated adopaon of "broadcast fl& technology for dtgtd 
telewrion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel sbongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmite adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compeaave market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted m manuficturers' iMty to innovate for 
their customers. Mowing movle studtor to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment will cnable the studtos to 
tell technolo~rts what new producte they can create. T h s  dl result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, nnd it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcaondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mondats, I would E C ~ ~ Y  be less hkely to make an mvestmmt m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmcnt. I wiU not pay more for dmces that limit my nghtr i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleire do not mandate brondcirt flag tedrnology for drgd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Birrett  Framer 
5104 E 127th hve 
Tampa, FL 33617 
CSA 



Kick Moore 
PO Box 823 
Manchester, NH 03 105 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American C O I I S ~ T S  have  already expressed theiu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"lmatlcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to recelve digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
t h x  consunlers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  innovating in field of thgtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more wth 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility inthe ways consunleis air  
able to watchTV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view cllgital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

k c k  Moore 

1 



Jon Lochner 
S 12 Pond Path 
SetauketNY 11733 

Comnussioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th street Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Drar Conmussioner Mchael J Copps. 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". 1 ani writing to jointhem As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's plaoe to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
t h r  consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their coneibutions and constant 
innovanon is what makes open-source software able to oompete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nioclulators ancl demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conmimations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganuning. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers air 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these r e a m  I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Lochner 

1 



Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Robert Bowen 
811 E.PunaLane 
Chattaroy WA. 99003 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American c o n s ~ r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of open-source software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch IS  outside its 
proper role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
tlm consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conwibutions and constant 
innovatlon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwlulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of &@tal 
cornmucations techniques used by television. With todays technology Television programing comes to me 
via windows media player and real TV. The implememation of the broadcast flag will make this a ttung of the 
past. Our country is supposed to be predicated to fkedom If by protecting the freedom of one. you impail the 
firedom of a thousand, this is unjustifyed and speaks to what is wrong in America. Namely lobbying for big 
intzrest goups at the cost of the little guy who cannot afford to lobby for hieher rights. 

Most Americans assunied that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propanmling, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of d~gital television in a ~ t i o n  to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the dgital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Robert Bowen 

1 



Shelley Anderson 
loo0 Fifth Ave 
YUma, kk0M 85364 

Comssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Mchael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
“broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them As a user of opn-ource software. adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean I a m  unable to receive digid television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for “Federal Computer Control” which is outside its 
p r o p  role. It is not the FCC’s place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating sysrems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adcption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software a e  
computer propmnws and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their connibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
cornurncatinns techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more w~th 
television progatnming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the dgital television transition by oppsinp adoption of the broadcast flag. 

-- I do not know what a broadcast flag is, I do know all of the above words and acronyms. Open source 1’: 

cntical to our National Security. I believe that the amateur service has historiwlly contributed greatly to 
advances in technology. I view the contributors in the open source movement with similar awe. 

I am actlve in neither. 

Shelley Anderson NTWVE 

Sincerely. 

Shelley Anderson 

1 



Ryan Senior 
362 1 34th Street Apt3 
Moline, IL 61 265 

Conurussioner Mchael 3. Copps 
Federal Conmitux cat1 om Commission 
44.5 12th Street. NW 
Wahngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to Join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
pioper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer owrating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their conlputers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadwst flag will ham1 innovation. Many users of opensource softwa~e u e  
computer progranmxrs and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Ther contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA mll ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwtldators and demodulators, preventing opensource progmmmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
cmnnimcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would he able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to m&ng i t  illegal TO 
watch digiral television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Kyan Senior 

1 


